COURT OF CHANCERY (IRELAND). 



RETURN to an Order of the Honourable The House of Commons 
dated 5 February 1856}— /or, 

A COPY “of the Communication addressed to the late Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, Mr. Ooullurn, by Lord St. Leonards, in or about the Month 
of December 1844, relating to the Finances of the Court of Chancery 
in Ireland. 



Treasury Chambers,'! 
3 March 1866. / 



JAMES WILSON. 



In or about December 1844. 

MINUTE of the Chancellor, for the consideration of the Chancellor 
of the Excheciuee. 



I HAVB been occupied for some time in ascertaining the state of the nublic 
account with the Suitors’ Fund and Suitors’ Fee Fund of the Court of Chancery 
and the amount of fees and duties imposed by or under the authority of Parlia- 
ment, and other matters connected with the finance of the Court; and I now 
propose to state the result, as concisely as I can, and the measures which I pro- 
pose for the liquidation of the debt to the Consolidated Fund, and the ease of 
the suitors, for the consideration of the Chancellor of the Exchequer. I consider 
this subject one of great importance in the administration of justice in Ireland. 



1 . It is now upwards of 20 years since the first improvements in the Ckmrt of 
Chancery in Ireland were made. Tables of fees were established on a moderate 
scale for the different officers, particularly in the Registrar’s Office. This was 
effected by the 4 Geo. 4, c. 61, by which certain charges were thrown upon the 
Consolidated Fund. The Masters’ fees were abolished, and the Masters’ salaries 
were directed to be paid out of the Consolidated Fund. By an Act of the same 
Session (4 Geo. 4, c. 78), after referring to the provisions made for the Masters 
and also the like provision made by another Act for the Court of Exchequer’ 
and that it was reasonable, in order to meet the said charges, that certain duties 
on stamps should be imposed on proceedings in the offices of the Masters and of 
the Chief Remembrancer, certain duties were imposed, and the stamps were 
to he distinguished as “ Chancery Fund ” and “ Exchequer Fund.” I may 
observe, that as to the principal Exchequer duties, to the amount of about 
3,000 L a year, they were, upon the appointment of a second Remembrancer 
converted from stamp duties once more into fees, by the 5 & 6 Will. 4, c. 55’ 
although the Chancery fees were still left as stamp duties under the statute. It 
should be borne in mind that these duties were the fees in the Masters’ offices 
converted by the statute into stamp duties, and were made a fund to reimburse 
to the Consolidated Fund the salaries, &c. of the Masters. 

The_4 Geo. 4, c. 61, which imposed the fees on the suitors for the officers, 
authorised the Lord Chancellor to diminish or increase them from time to 
time, or to add new ones ; but although they have never been diminished, they 
have been greatly increased. 



u 4 and 5 "Will. 4, c. 78 (1834), gave certain compensations, and created 
ihe Compensation and Fee Fund of the Suitors of the Court of Chancery,” 
out of which they were to be paid. This fund consisted of 200,000 part of 
the unproductive cash in the Bank belonging to the suitors, which was invested 
in Government Stock. 



In 1836 a new Court of Bankruptcy was established, consisting of a Com- 
missioner at 1,500 A a year, and a Registrar at 300 1 . a year. Compensations 
"8. A were 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




2 COMMUNICATION RELATING TO THE 

were provided for the old Commissioners of Bankrupts, and certain fees were 
estabUshed, which were to form "The Bankruptcy and Compensation Fund 
Accounts.” The compensations and salaries were to be paid out of this fund. If 
there should be an excess, the Lord Chancellor was authorised to diminish the 
fees, and in case of a deficiency, it was to be made good out of the fund called 
the “ The Suitors’ Fee Fund,”'and such sums were to be repaid out of the Bank- 
ruptcy and Compensation Fund whenever there should be a surplus. This is 
the substance, as far as relates to this subject, of the 6 & 7 Will. 4, c. 14. 

Now at this period (20 May 1836) there was not any such fund in existence 
in the Court of Chancery as “ The Suitors’ Fee Fund, nor indeed does the Act 
define to what suitors the fund belonged. But assuming it to mean what is not 
expressed, the funds of the suitors in Chancery, they were not the proper funds 
to bear the charge. In England no such charge was cast upon the suitors of 
the Court of Chancery for the support of the Court of Review in Bankruptcy. 
However, it was considered that the advance would only be a temporary one, 
and that the new court would defray its own expenses. The amount of the fees 
in Chancery at that time did not justify any such charge, and this charge actually 
rendered it necessary to greatly increase the fees to the suitors in Chancery. 

In the same Session (6 & 7 Will. 4, c. 74, 13 August 1836) many of the 
offices in the Court of Chancery were abolished, and new offices created. Com- 
pensations were provided for the old officers and fixed salaries for the new 
officers, and the surplus of fees was to form “ The Suitors’ Fee Fund Account,” 
and thus that fund was created. It was provided that when that fund and the 
expectant fees should be more than sufficient to pay the salaries and other pay- 
ments charged thereon, and to yepay such sum as might have been advanced 
out of the Consolidated Fund in aid thereof (which is the only direction in the 
Act for repayment of such advances), the Lord Chancellor may abolish or 
reduce any of the fees. Compensations are then provided to be paid, in the 
first place, out of the Compensation and Fee Fund of the suitors of the court ; 
in the next place, out of the Suitors’ Fee Fund ; and lastly, out of the Conso- 
lidated Fund. Finally, so much of 4 Geo. 4, c. 61, as was inconsistent with 
the new Act is repealed. 

In January 1837, Lord Plunket, by an order reciting that the fees in the 
Registrar’s Office were inadequate to pay the expenses of the office, under the 
authority of 4 Geo. 4, c. 61, greatly increased the fees payable to the Regis- 
trar’s Office under that Act, and tiiose increased fees have ever since been 
payable. 

I entertain grave doubts whether the Lord Chancellor had power thus to 
increase the fees. The 4 Geo. 4 , c. 61, gave the fees to the officers, and 
enabled the Lord Chancellor to diminish or increase them. But the 6 & 7 
Will. 4, c. 78, made the surplus of the fees a public fund, audit directed how the 
compensations should be paid, first, out of the Compensation and Fee Fund; 
second, out of the Fee Fund ; third, out of the Consolidated Fund, which was 
to be repaid out of the second fund; and it authorised the fees to be diminished 
when the charges should be lessened; and it repealed so much of the 4 Geo. 4, 
c. 61, as was contrary to its provisions. It appears to me, therefore, that the 
Lord Chancellor had no longer power to increase the fund so as to charge the 
suitors of the passing day in aid of the Consolidated Fund ; the Act had made 
fiill provision for payment of all the charges. 

I must now again refer to the New Court of Bankruptcy. In 1837 a second 
Commissioner and Assistant Registrar were appointed. The Act authorising 
these appointments (1 Viet. c. 48, 12 July 1837) recited the appointment of 
the first Commissioner, and that his salary was directed to be paid out of “ The 
Bankruptcy and Compensation Fund,” and that the business of the Court 
could not be performed by one Commissioner. The Act directs that the 
second Commissioner shall be paid out of the Bankruptcy and Compensation 
Fund 1,500/. a year, at the same time and in like manner as the salary 
provided by the former Act for the first Commissioner ; and the fee of 3 1 . for 
every sitting, imposed by the first Act, is increased to 4 /. ; and the Assistant 
Registrar is to be paid out of the Bankruptcy and Compensation Fund. 
In no part of the Act is there any reference to any fund belonging to 
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the suitors of the Court of Chancery. But not only the salaries of the first 
Commissioner and Registrar, but also the salaries of the second Commissioner 
and Regislrar, have ever since been treated as charges upon the Suitors’ Fee 
Fund, in aid of the Bankruptcy and Compensation Fund. It does not appear to 
me that these additional salaries were made charges on the Suitors’ Fee Fund. 
No such charge ought to^ be created by implication. If the fund is to be 
charged for public objects, it ought to be by express words, so that the suitors 
of the Court may be aware of the disposition of the funds, and tijat the officers 
may know how to act. I do not, however, think that there is any charge by 
implication. The increased business requiring a second Commissioner, pro- 
mised an increased revenue from the Court itself, and the additional fee of 1 L 
upon every sitting was manifestly intended to supply any deficiency. It could 
hardly have been intended to charge this fund with the additional salaries, when 
but a few months previously the Lord Chancellor had found it necessary greatly 
to increase the fees of the suitors of his Court, in order to meet their own 
expenses. I find that the words “ in like manner” were relied upon as creating 
the charge, but the direction is, not that the additional salaries should be paid 
in like manner as the original ones, but that they shah he paid out of the 
Bankrupt and Compensation Fund, at the same times and in like manner as the 
original salaries. 

2. 1 shall now state the operation of the foregoing measures upon the interests 
of the suitors. 

First, As to the Suitors’ Fee Fund : 

This fund has paid in the whole for the Bankruptcy Court, in round numbers, 
about 20,000 1. This may not be quite correct, as 1 have not been able to 
procure a return for a short early period of the receipts, but I have allowed a 
full average. The receipts have never been sufficient to pay a shilling towards 
the salaries of the second Commissioner and Assistant Registrar, which have 
been wholly defrayed out of the Suitors’ Fee Fund, and which payments amount 
to 12,600 and this sum has been paid out of that fund without any authority, 
if my construction of the 1 Viet. c. 48, be correct. The Bankruptcy Court 
this year has produced only 2,010 1. against 5,1 15 the amount of its expenses; 
so that the suitors of the Court of Chancery have this year paid 3,105 1. for the 
support of the former Court, I think that the Suitors’ Fee Fund should have 
credit for this sum of 12,600 1., and that no further payments should he made 
out of it to the second ('ommissioner or Assistant flegistrar. It does not 
appear to me that there is, at present, any fund provided for the payment of 
these salaries. 

I think that the fees imposed by the Order of January 1837 are much too 
high, and should be diminished ; and if they were duly created, it appears to 
me clear that I have power to reduce them to the amount fixed by the Legis- 
lature in 1823, and which power I have thought it right to exercise. This will 
give to the suitor the benefit which was provided for him by the Legislature 
twenty-one years ago, but of which he has been deprived during the last seven 
years. 

The fee funds of the Court are now highly productive, and the charges upon 
them must gradually diminish, and by large amounts, so that the funds, not- 
withstanding this return to the old scale of fees, will meet the amount of charges 
to which they are liable, and will soon be greatly more than sufficient to repay 
to the Consolidated Fund its advances, and to bear the expenses cast upon them ; 
and it is neither just nor politic to burthen the present suitors with a high 
charge, whilst future suitors will bear scarcely any burthen ; nearly 3,000 1. 
a year charge will cease upon the dropping of one life. This arrangement, 
moreover, puts an end to the question upon the legality of the fees under the 
Order of 1837. The solicitors, whose costs have been reduced by the new 
Orders, have made serious complaints of the large amounts which they have to 
disburse for fees of Court and stamp duties. 

The table of fees annexed to the Order of 25 January 1837 bears the signature 
of Sir W. McMahon, the then Master of the Rolls, as well as that of the Chan- 
cellor. It must have been post-dated, as Sir W. McMahon was then dead. 
Although the Order was made by the Chancellor alone, and the concurrence of 
.78. - Pl >2 the 
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the Master of the Rolls was not necessary, I have thought it right to follow 
this precedent, and the Master of the Rolls, who entirely concurs in the view 
which I have taken of the Order of 1837, and of the propnety of rescinding it, 
has undertaken to sign the old table of fees to be annexed to my Order. 

The present state of the Suitors’ Fund stands thus ; 

This year - - - " ' , “ 

Interest of Compensation and Fee Fund - 
Bankruptcy and Compensation Fund 



£. s. d. 

12,802 7 2 

6,916 14 8 

2,010 1 4 



The whole charge, including all the expenses 
of the Bankrupt Account, in round numbers 

Balance - 



21,729 3 2 

20,400 - - 



1,329 - 



This is a clear annual balance, and deducting the 1,800 I a year improperly 
paid to the second Commissioner and Assistant Registrar, the surplus annually 
is in round numbers — 

1,800 

1,300 



£. 3,100 

And there is a balance of cash to the same account of 16,323 1. 12 s. 6 d. 

The Order reducing the fees must he laid on the tables of the two Houses of 
Parliament next Session, and will not be in operation until the end of the 
Session. 



Secondly, as to the Stamp Duties Fund : 

These duties were imposed on proceedings in the Masters OtEces, to meet 
the compensations and salaries of the Masters. It was not intended, contrary 
to the general policy of the times, to impose law taxes. The close of section 10 
of the 4 Geo. 4, c. 78, which imposes the duties, shows that the duties were not 
intended to be permanently attached to the Consolidated Fund, for they are 
only to be paid into that fund until provision shall be otherwise made in Par- 
liament. The Chancery Fund duties have produced, up to the 19th of Decem- 
ber of this year 283,302 

The payments properly payable thereout, namely, the 
Masters’ salaries and compensations, in round numbers, 
amount to about 251,000 

£. 32,302 



So that the Consolidated Fund has received 32,000 1. out of the Masters’ Offices, 
beyond what was intended. 

£. 

The present annual amount of the duties is - - - 14,300 

The present charge is 11,260 

Balance - - - £. 3,040 



Which is an annual excess of income above chai'ge. 

3. The Chancellor of the Exchequer has already agreed to the appointment 
of a taxing officer for the Court of Chancery, to be paid out of the Consolidated 
Fund. He is very much required. The Masters say that their business has 
increased threefold, although I have relieved them from sitting on commissions 
of lunacy and of delegates. This additional relief will enable them to perform 
their duties with satisfaction to the Court and to the public. I have spoken to 
the Attorney-general in order to have the Bill prepared. The salary should 
be 800/. per annum, and two clerks. It will not be necessary to draw upon 
the Consolidated Fund for these payments ; for by the 4 Geo. 4, c. 78, very large 
duties are imposed on the certificates of bills of costs, which press heavily 
and unduly upon the suitor. The task of certifying the costs will henceforth 

devolve 
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devolve on the taxing oIEcer, and he should be paid, of course, out of a sufficient 
portion of these duties or fees for the performance of the work. 

4. Before I proceed further, it wiU be proper to call the attention of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer to advances out of the Suitors’ Fund (not the 
Suitors’ Fee Fund) for public purposes. 

Under several Acts of Parliament various sums were paid out of the Suitors’ 
Fund for the public service, amounting to 63,278 Z. Ss. Id., of which an 
account was transmitted by the Lord Chancellor of Ireland to Lord Morpeth 
on the 2d January 1837- The last of the above Acts, 4 & 5 Will. 4, cfeS, 
authorised the Board of Works to draw to the extent of 50,000 1 on the Suitors’ 
Fund, and this power was exercised in May 1835, to the extent of 25,000?., 
which forms part of the 63,278 ?. I may observe, that the powers extended 
to the Suitors’ Funds of the two Courts of Chancery and Equity Exchequer, 
but the drafts were all on the funds of the Court of Chancery, except as to 
13,781 1 drawn out of the funds of the Court of Exchequer. The last Act 
provided for the repayment of the advances by the Consolidated Fund, or so 
much thereof as should appear to he necessary to provide a fund sufficient to 
answer the demands of the suitors upon the Bank, whenever the general 
Suitors’ Fund should be reduced to a sum not greater than the moneys advanced. 
This event happened in December 1836, when, to answer a draft of the 
Accountant-general’s for 8,212/., there remained in bank hut 635/. This 
compelled the Lord Chancellor to sell a considerable portion of the stock 
appropriated by Parliament for compensations, &c., but which has since been 
replaced. The Treasury, to meet the immediate pressure, repaid 25,000/. to 
the fund, upon account, as appears from a letter from Mr. Spearman to Mr. 
Drummond, of the 31st of March 1837, leaving 38,000 /. and a fraction due 
to the fund, and which, from the state of that fund, ought then to have been 
repaid, for the balances are uncertain, and it would he alarming to have the 
account overdrawn. In 1840 the Board of Works drew upon the Suitors’ 
Fund for 10,000/. In 1838 the balance in favour of the fund was 145,000/. 
In 1839 it was 142,000/.; but in 1840 it was reduced at one period to 
41,000'/.; and in November of that year was but 44,000/. The Lord Chan- 
cellor of Ireland called the attention of the Government to this as an urgent 
matter, and the 10,000 /. was repaid, and no attempt has since been made to 
draw upon that fund ; but upon calling for the accounts from the Bank of 
Ireland, I find another sum of 10,000 1. Had been drawn for by the Board of 
Works out of the fund in June 1838, of which the Lord Chancellor clearly was 
not aware when he required the repayment of the 10,000 1. drawn for in 
September 1840. If he had been, it is clear that he would have required 
20,000/. to be repaid. The account was in a very unsatisfactory state at the 
latter end of 1841, and in March 1842 the balance was actually against the 
Accountant-general, so that no draft of his would have been honoured. This 
state of things should not be allowed to continue, and I have desired that the 
Bank and the Accountant-general will draw the immediate attention of the Lord 
Chancellor to the state of the account if the balance in favour of the Accountant- 
general should again become so small as to excite any alarm. The balance in 
his favour on the 20th of this month was 53,000 /., and I see no occasion for 
any present alarm. 

5. I shall now proceed to state what measures I propose for the consideration 
of the Chancellor of the Exchequer. I have stated the sums which the Conso- 
lidated Fund has received from the funds of the Court ; I have now to state that 
the aggregate of the sums advanced out of the Consolidated Fund, under 
the 6 & 7 Will. 4, c. 74, and which are repayable out of the Suitors’ Fee Fund, 
amounts to 44,277 /• 185. dd. I propose — 

First. That the 1 2,600 1. paid out of the Suitors’ Fund for the second Com- 
missioner and Assistant Registrar, shall be taken in part satisfaction of that 
sum. 

Secondly. That 14,000 /., part of the cash in bank to the credit of the Suitora’ 
Fee Fund, be now paid by my order as Chancellor to the Consolidated Fund, 
in further part payment of the above sum. I am not inclined to call upon the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer to pay any sum into the Bank of Ireland to the 

78. A 3 credit 
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credit of the Suitois’ Fund in further reimbursement of the moneys advanced 
out of that fund for public works, because I hope there will continue to be a 
sufficient balance in hand. But if there should at any time be a deficiency 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer should be prepared to meet it. 

Thirdly. That a taxing officer be appointed, and that a more than ample 
portion of the duties on taxation imposed by the 4 Geo. 4, c. 78, be retained 
for tbe purpose of defraying the expenses of the new establishment. This 
would leave about -1,600/. a year to be remitted, but as there is a duty of one 
guinea imposed on reports under interlocutory orders, which presses heavily on 
the suitor, and ought to be reduced, I purpose to reduce that duty one half, 
and therefore would remit only about 1,000 L a year of the 1,600 t. for duties 
on taxation. The average duty on the above reports may be stated at 1,500 1. 
a year ; if, therefore, 750 1. he deducted, that would make a deduction alto- 
gether of ],750 /. a year. The duty on commissions of lunacy should also ceaae, 
now that the Masters no longer sit as Commissioners, but that is under 20 1. 
a year ; so that a new officer will be provided for, and the suitor will obtain 
some relief without requiring any aid from the Consolidated Fund, and I have 
no douht there will soon be a surplus. It should throughout be borne in mind 
that these duties are but the fees in the Masters’ Offices. 

Fourthly. That the second Commissioner and Assistant Registrar of the Bank- 
ruptcy Court, whilst they are retained, should be provided for out of the 
Consolidated Fund. 

Fifthly. The future Masters’ annual salaries should, as suggested by tbe Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer, be reduced to 2,500 and a power should be given to 
the Chancellor, with the consent of the Treasury, as the fund becomes thus 
relieved, to lessen the amount of the duties. A like power should he given to 
the Chancellor generally, with the consent of the Treasury, over the rest of the 
stamp duty fees, and also a like power over the fees under 4 Geo. 4, c. 78, 
whilst any debt remains due to the Consolidated Fund. When that is paid off 
he can reduce the fees by his own authority, although he has no such power 
over the fees levied in the shape of stamp duties. 

If these suggestions be acted upon the suitors of tbe Court of Chancery will 
have paid, in round numbers — 

£. 

For public works - 48,000 

For the Court of Bankruptcy, beyond the 12,600 1. ~ 7,000 

For extra duties in Master’s Office - . , - 32,000 



£. 87,000 

for which it is not proposed to take any credit on behalf of the fund. The 
suitors will now, in my view, repay 26,600 /. of the 44,000 1. advanced by the 
public, and they will continue chargeable with the rest of tbe debt, viz., 
17)400?., for which, and for all current expenses, ample duties and fees will 
remain, and moreover, their funds will still pay a large annual sum towards the 
expenses of the Court of Bankruptcy. If I remain here a short time longer, I 
thii^ it probable that I may be able to suggest a mode of lessening the expenses 
of that Court, so as to relieve the Consolidated Fund altogether, without injury 
to individuals or prejudice to the public service. The measures which I have 
recommended may all be contained in the Bill for appointing a taxing officer, 
as far as they require legislative aid. 

Sixthly. I now come to another point, namely, the expense of paying the two 
advocates who, under my new arrangement, sit with the three Judges under 
Commissions of Delegates. Sir James Graham agrees with me that the pay- 
ment should be borne by the public, as the suitor has no such payment to make 
in England at present ; there the advocates have hut one guinea a day, and 
that is paid by the successful suitor. The allowance should be ten guineas the 
first day, and five guineas for every subsequent day ; the amount will be about 
300 Z. a year. A clause for this purpose will be introduced into the Bill, for 
opening the Appeal Court to Roman-catholics, subject to che approbation of 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer. 

Seventhly. 
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Seventhly, There is another subject to which I wish to refer, viz., the late 
additional stamp duties, as far as they bear upon the searches for registered 
documents. It is contrary to an enlightened policy to impose heavy duties 
upon those daily transactions which have for their object the safety and pro- 
tection of purchasers, and which, without the imposition of stamp duty, entail 
a heavy expense on the transmission of property. 

The systems in the two countries are distinct. Here common and negative 
searches are made by the officers of the Court, whilst in England the attorneys 
make the searches. Accordingly in the Stamp Act for England, 55 Geo. 3, 
c. 184, Schedule P. 1, a duty of 5^., with a progressive duty, is imposed 
upon the copy or extract of any memorial, or of the register of any memo- 
rial registered pursuant to any Act of Parliament; whilst in the Act of 
Parliament for Ireland (56 Geo. 3, c. 56), a duty of 3 s. is imposed, with a 
progressive duty, for the like copies ; and besides, to meet the existing cir- 
cumstances in Ireland, a duty of 3^. is imposed on each sheet of paper for 
a common search, and upon a negative search 3 s. for each copy of any deed 
or memorial, &c., and 10 5 . upon the officer’s certificate of such search, above 
all other duties. Then came the Act for assimilating the stamp duties, 5 & 6 
Viet. c. 82, which imposed the same duties in Ireland as in England upon the 
articles, matters, and things contained in the English Act, 55 Geo. 3, c. 184. 
Now as regards the searches in question, this was altogether a mistake, for the 
articles upon which the duties were properly imposed in the Act of Ireland are 
not to be found in the Act for England, and consequently the article which 
seemed to embrace the copies or searches (but which really never was intended 
to have that application, and I think it doubtful whether it really does apply to 
them, for this very article is in the Irish Act, in addition to the articles as to 
searches) was applied to them, and this has caused an addition to the duty 
which was never contemplated. This error should, I submit, be corrected ; it 
is a serious grievance ; it never was intended thus to increase the duties, nor 
ought they to have been so increased ; and the error can readily be corrected by 
imposing on the specific articles in the Irish Act (56 Geo. 3, c. 56, Schedule 1) 
duties of 5 5. instead of the duties of 3 s. imposed by the 56 Geo. 3. 

I have requested the Attorney-general to have a short clause for this purpose 
prepared, so that the Chancellor of the Exchequer may be saved some trouble 
in case he should, as I trust he will, adopt my suggestion. It maybe incor- 
porated in the Bill for carrying the other objects into efiect. 

Eighthly. 1 now come to the last subject to which I wish to call the attention 
of the Chancellor of the Exchequer. By his Act of last Session for regulating 
the Common Law Courts, and by mine for the Protection of Purchasers, 
compensations are provided. A panic was wantonly created, and in a very 
short time, I am told that in two offices 26,000 judgments were redocketted 
without any necessity. An officer in the Court of Exchequer was the prin- 
cipal agent in creating the alarm. The officers of the Law Courts have 
wholly disregarded the direction of the last-mentioned Act, to close their books 
on the 1st November, and deliver them over to the new officer, and have 
detained them to make entries of the vast number of judgments left before that 
day. All the Chief Judges will meet early in , the next term to consider the 
consequences of this proceeding, as to the validity of the entries, and the con- 
duct of the officers. The compensations will, I dare say, be required on the 
receipts for this cla^s of judgments. But as this increase was an abuse, and 
clearly not within the meaning of the Acts, those receipts should not be taken 
into the account. The Chancellor of the Exchequer will now be enabled to 
reduce the number of searching clerks in the Common Law Courts. 
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